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chapters 8-9 of the book
Sarah’s Children.

The Bible compares
Christ to light in a dark
world. So too are His
disciples described with
similar words. There is a
great contrast between a
Christian and a nonChristian.
In second Corinthians
chapter 6 the apostle
Paul uses the following
words to contrast God’s
kingdom and the world:
Righteousness and lawlessness
Light and darkness
Believer and unbeliever
Christ and Belial (Satan)
God and idols

Seeing that there is such
a great difference between all these things,
would we not expect that
being a Christian will
appear radically different
than being a nonChristian? How can light
be present in the midst of
great darkness and not be
noticed?
Yet, the majority of
Christians are not noticed today. The reason
is that they have not
come out of the world
and committed themselves to living wholly
for Christ. Most Christians reject the parts of
the Bible that will make
them stand out as different. These are also the
parts that will lead them
to deny themselves and
embrace the cross.

The result is that Christianity today is bland and
tasteless and has no light
to show to the world.
There can be no more
radical change in a person’s life than to be born
again of the Spirit of
Christ. Old things pass
away. All things become
new (II Corinthians
5:17).
Despite this fact, most
Christians cling stubbornly to their old manner of life. It is comfortable to their flesh. The
cross appointed to them
is not comfortable and is
rejected. Sadly, the light
they might have been in
this dark world is also
diminished, and with
many it is not even noticeable.

Food for Thought
“For a long time it had seemed to me that life was about to begin real life. But there are always some obstacles in the way, something
to be gotten through first, some unfinished business, time still to be
served, a debt to be paid. Then life would begin. At last it dawned
on me that these obstacles were my life.”
Alfred D. Souza

Scripture Memory
James 4:13-14
Come now, you who say, "Today or
tomorrow, we shall go to such and
such a city, and spend a year there
and engage in business and make a
profit." Yet you do not know what
your life will be like tomorrow.

Parables Newsletter
 Series 1.10.4
 Sarah’s Children
 Chapters 8-9
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Now I praise you because you remember me in everything
and hold firmly to the traditions, just as I delivered
them to you.
I Corinthians 11:2
Is a Woman’s Hair Her Only Covering?
Although this book is written to women who have
already decided that they want to walk in godliness
and to willingly accept the divine order of Yahweh’s
government, I felt like something should be written
about the objections that arise from many sources
today. Godly women are regularly confronted with
some objection or another to the path they have
chosen. Some have supposed that they have come
up with a “killer argument” that overturns all that
we have spoken of thus far. This chapter, and the
next, addresses the arguments that I have heard
most often.
Not all who bring up these arguments are malicious
or rebellious, some simply have not been taught the
truth. These chapters are written to encourage the
women who do practice headcovering and who seek
to honor the government established by Yahweh. It
is my hope that if any have been troubled by the
arguments spoken of here that they might regain
peace as the scriptures are examined in their proper
context.
I have had some sisters ask me what constitutes
covering the head. Some teach today that a
woman’s hair is all the covering that she needs and
that the hair was the covering that the apostle Paul
was referring to in his epistle to the Corinthians.
We can clearly see the error of this viewpoint as we
examine Paul’s writings.
There are many evidences of the practice of Christian women of the early church wearing a covering
over their head, including paintings found on the
walls of the catacombs of Rome where the saints
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hid to escape persecution. However, in this chapter
we will limit ourselves to scriptural evidence.
Those who raise the argument that a woman only
needs her hair for a covering base this upon Paul’s
words in I Corinthians 11:15b which states, “for her
hair is given her for a covering.” This would seem to
be implying that a woman’s hair is all the covering
that is being spoken of by the apostle, and if a
woman has hair, particularly long hair, then she is
properly covered and is giving a testimony to the
angels.
This view has a couple of problems, however. If this
covering is a sign to the angels, as verse 10 of this
same passage states, then would it not be true that
all women with long hair, whether pagan or saint,
are giving a testimony to the angels? But how can a
pagan give a testimony to the angels when they do
not even understand the witness they are giving?
And knowing nothing about the government of the
kingdom of God it is highly improbable that these
women are practicing submission to that governmental order. This sign that Paul speaks of would
seem to be more deliberate than merely wearing
long hair. It is something done with conscious
thought, and as an intentional declaration that the
angels understand.
Let me share something with you that the Spirit revealed to me recently that I believe will be helpful in
bringing clarity to this issue. Paul’s discourse on
headship and headcovering conforms to a pattern
that he uses in other places as he speaks of various
topics. The pattern that Paul repeatedly demonstrates is to first declare the issue that he is discussing, and then to use examples from scripture and
from nature to illustrate and add emphasis to his
teachings.
Let us look at an example of this pattern from this
same letter to the Corinthian church. In seeing the
pattern in which Paul puts forth his instructions to
the Corinthian church, we can come to precisely
understand his intent regarding headcovering. In
the following passage on the topic of ministerial
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compensation, note that Paul declares his topic at
the very beginning and then he uses various examples to back up his declaration.
I Corinthians 9:3-14
My defense to those who examine
me is this: do we not have a right to
eat and drink? Do we not have a
right to take along a believing wife,
even as the rest of the apostles, and
the brothers of the Lord, and
Cephas? Or do only Barnabas and I
not have a right to refrain from
working? Who at any time serves as
a soldier at his own expense? Who
plants a vineyard, and does not eat
the fruit of it? Or who tends a flock
and does not use the milk of the
flock? I am not speaking these things
according to human judgment, am
I? Or does not the Law also say these
things? For it is written in the Law of
Moses, "You shall not muzzle the ox
while he is threshing." God is not
concerned about oxen, is He? Or is
He speaking altogether for our sake?
Yes, for our sake it was written, because the plowman ought to plow in
hope, and the thresher to thresh in
hope of sharing the crops. If we
sowed spiritual things in you, is it
too much if we should reap material
things from you? If others share the
right over you, do we not more?
Nevertheless, we did not use this
right, but we endure all things, that
we may cause no hindrance to the
gospel of Christ. Do you not know
that those who perform sacred services eat the food of the temple, and
those who attend regularly to the
altar have their share with the altar?
So also the Lord directed those who
proclaim the gospel to get their living from the gospel.
In verses 3 - 6 Paul declares his topic. He is speaking of the right of a minister to receive physical
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things from the church in return for spiritual labor
so that the minister might be able to refrain from
working. It is clear that this is his topic, and we see
that he concludes this passage by restating his
topic, “So also the Lord directed those who proclaim the gospel to get their living from the gospel.”
In the verses between his opening and close, Paul
uses both scriptural arguments and natural ones to
support what he has spoken. When he speaks of a
soldier not serving at his own expense, or a farmer
eating of the fruit he has planted, he is giving a
natural illustration. When he speaks of not muzzling an oxen, and later when he speaks of Levites
eating that which is brought to the temple, he is giving arguments found elsewhere in scripture. So we
see that Paul follows this pattern: declare his topic;
support it with scriptural and natural examples;
declare his topic again.
Now let us compare this to the passage in I Corinthians 11 regarding headcovering.
I Corinthians 11:2-16
2
Now I praise you because
you remember me in everything, and
hold firmly to the traditions, just as I
delivered them to you.
3
But I want you to understand
that Christ is the head of every man,
and the man is the head of a woman,
and God is the head of Christ.
4
Every man who has something on his head while praying or
prophesying, dishonors his head.
5
But every woman who has
her head uncovered while praying or
prophesying, dishonors her head; for
she is one and the same with her
whose head is shaved.
6
For if a woman does not
cover her head, let her also have her
hair cut off; but if it is disgraceful for
a woman to have her hair cut off or
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her head shaved, let her cover her
head.
7
For a man ought not to have
his head covered, since he is the image and glory of God; but the woman
is the glory of man.
8
For man does not originate
from woman, but woman from man;
9
for indeed man was not created for the woman's sake, but
woman for the man's sake.
10
Therefore the woman ought
to have a symbol of authority on her
head, because of the angels.
11
However, in the Lord, neither is woman independent of man,
nor is man independent of woman.
12
For as the woman originates
from the man, so also the man has
his birth through the woman; and all
things originate from God.
13
Judge for yourselves: is it
proper for a woman to pray to God
with head uncovered?
14
Does not even nature itself
teach you that if a man has long hair,
it is a dishonor to him,
15
but if a woman has long hair,
it is a glory to her? For her hair is
given to her for a covering.
16
But if one is inclined to be
contentious, we have no other practice, nor have the churches of God.
Again we see that Paul begins by declaring his topic.
In verses 2 - 6 he states that he is speaking of holding firmly to the traditions he has delivered to
them, and the particular tradition he addresses is
regarding headship and the practice for women to
have their heads covered while praying or prophesying and men to have their heads uncovered.
Again, just as in the prior passage, he concludes by
summarizing his topic, “But if one is inclined to be
contentious, we have no other practice, nor have
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the churches of God.” Paul begins and ends by saying that he is speaking of the traditions or practices
of the churches of God.
In between the introduction and conclusion of this
topic we can see that Paul has followed the same
pattern as the previous passage. He gives weight to
his exhortation by giving examples from scripture
and from nature. Paul states that man should not
cover his head because he is the image and glory of
God, but woman should cover her head because she
is the glory of man. He further states that man does
not originate from woman, but woman from man
and that woman was created for man, not man for
woman. These are scriptural arguments given to
support the tradition he delivered to the Corinthians that women were to have their heads covered
while men remained uncovered.
In verse 13 Paul switches to giving natural examples
to support the practice he is proclaiming. He identifies the next examples with the phrase “does not
even nature itself teach...” Compare this to the previous passage on ministerial support, “I am not
speaking these things according to human judgment, am I? Or does not the Law also say these
things?” It is Paul’s habit when leaving his main
topic to give examples, to lead into the examples
with an introductory phrase; “does not even nature
itself teach”, “does not the Law also say these
things.” It is plain that this is not Paul’s main point,
but merely arguments and examples given to add
credence to his instructions.
What is the natural example he gives regarding the
practice of headcovering?” He gives the example of
women having long hair and it being a glory to
them, but men having long hair being a shame to
them. As we look at this passage, it is clear that
hair is not Paul’s topic. Hair is simply the natural
example he employs that the Corinthian women
might more readily understand and accept the tradition of the church that women should cover their
head while praying or prophesying.
We are not to confuse Paul’s natural illustrations
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with the actual subject of his discourse. In the passage from I Corinthians 9 on ministerial support,
we would be mistaken if we said Paul was really
talking about oxen, farmers, or soldiers. In I Corinthians 11 we would be mistaken if we were to say
Paul was talking about hair. Hair is merely mentioned as an example to support his teaching that
women should have a sign of authority on their
heads to testify that they are content with Yahweh’s
governmental order.
Again, as we look at the pattern Paul uses, his main
topic is proclaimed in the opening verses. In chapter 9 he discloses that he is talking about a minister’s right to obtain a living from the gospel. In
chapter 11 he clearly is speaking of headship, government, and the practice of covering the head.
Note that in verses 2 - 6 of I Corinthians 11 the
word hair is never mentioned, for hair is not the
topic. In every occurrence the word Paul uses for
head is kephale which is properly interpreted as
head. In fact this word is used all the way down to
verse 14 where we finally have a mention of hair
which is the Greek word komao, which is defined as
tresses of hair.
If Paul had meant to declare that the tradition of
the churches of God was that women wear long
hair, he would have declared this in his topic statement. However, this word is nowhere used until he
gets to the portion of his discourse where he is using natural examples to support his topic that
women should have a covering on their heads. So
we see that hair is not Paul’s subject at all, for it is
nowhere present in the matter he lays out in his introduction. Wearing a covering on the head as a
symbol of recognition and submission to Yahweh’s
governmental order is his topic.
Furthermore, it is not hair that Paul is declaring to
be a sign to the angels, it is the wearing of a covering on the head, a covering deliberately placed
there to make a statement of agreement with Yahweh’s governmental order.
How easy it would have been for Paul to begin this
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discourse by saying “Every man who has long hair
while praying or prophesying, dishonors his head.
But every woman who has short hair while praying
or prophesying, dishonors her head.” But he did not
say this. He does not even mention hair until he
gets to the end of his discussion and he chooses to
give a natural illustration to support the practice of
the church.
To discern Paul’s topic we must limit ourselves to
that which he states when he introduces his topic:
“Every man who has something on his head while
praying or prophesying, dishonors his head. But
every woman who has her head uncovered while
praying or prophesying, dishonors her head.”
So we are able to answer the question, “Is a
woman’s hair the only covering she needs?” The
answer is clearly “No.” By comparing passage to
passage we see that it was Paul’s practice and manner to first declare his topic and then to later support it with natural examples. Hair is not the topic
of Paul’s writing in I Corinthians chapter 11anymore than oxen were the topic in chapter 9. These
are merely mentioned as a way of adding support
to, and an understanding of, the instructions Paul is
delivering. How evident this becomes when we
compare passage to passage and discover Paul’s
patterns in his writing.
We have used scripture comparisons to arrive at
Paul’s meaning semantically, but we also need to
get understanding. In the preceding chapter we
read of headcovering being a sign to the angels, and
an attesting witness that the godly woman is content with her role and calling in Yahweh’s creation.
Yet headcovering has a further significant purpose
that is marvelous to understand.
In this passage from the book of I Corinthians, we
have read the statement that man “is the image and
glory of God; but the woman is the glory of man.”
Let us answer two questions and we will see another
profound reason for women to have their heads covered. The questions are: “Should God’s glory be covered?”, and “ Should man’s glory be covered?”
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The scriptures make it plain that it is Yahweh’s will
for His glory to fill the whole earth, the heavens,
and all creation.
Numbers 14:21

II Samuel 14:25-26

As I live, all the earth will be filled
with the glory of Yahweh.

Now in all Israel was no one as
handsome as Absalom, so highly
praised; from the sole of his foot to
the crown of his head there was no
defect in him. When he cut the hair
of his head (and it was at the end of
every year that he cut it, for it was
heavy on him so he cut it), he
weighed the hair of his head at 200
shekels by the king's weight.

Psalms 57:5
Be exalted above the heavens, O
God; Let Your glory be above all the
earth.
We also know from the scriptures that it is shameful for man to expose his own glory.
I Corinthians 1:27-29
But God has chosen the foolish
things of the world to confound the
wise; and God has chosen the weak
things of the world to confound the
things which are mighty; and base
things of the world, and things
which are despised, God has chosen,
yes, and things which are not, to
bring to nought things that are: that
no flesh should glory in his presence.
As we consider this we can see that it would be dishonoring to God for a man to cover his head when
he is praying or prophesying. Man is the glory of
God and God’s glory should not be covered. This is
also why it is a shame for man to have long hair. A
man with long hair is glorying in his own flesh by
taking to himself the glory that should adorn
woman, and he is at the same time covering the
glory of God. I Corinthians 11:15 says that long hair
is the glory of woman. When a man takes this long
hair to himself he is flaunting his own glory, for
woman is the glory of man and her long hair is her
glory.
In scripture we are given an account of a man who
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gloried in his long hair, and this glorying led to a
shameful death. This young man was Absalom, the
son of King David.

Absalom was so proud of his hair that he only cut it
once a year, and he made a spectacle of this event.
He would gather people together for his annual
shearing and he would weigh the amount of hair
that he cut off. Absalom had a glorious head of hair,
but he foolishly flaunted his glory. It was this hair
that he so gloried in that was the instrument of his
death.
II Samuel 18:9, 14-15
Now Absalom happened to meet the
servants of David. For Absalom was
riding on his mule, and the mule
went under the thick branches of a
great oak. And his head caught fast
in the oak, so he was left hanging
between heaven and earth, while the
mule that was under him kept going... So [Joab] took three spears in
his hand and thrust them through
the heart of Absalom while he was
yet alive in the midst of the oak. And
ten young men who carried Joab's
armor gathered around and struck
Absalom and killed him.
This story gives stark testimony to the evil of men
seeking to expose their own glory while covering
the glory of God. Perhaps Paul was thinking of AbPARABLES NEWSLETTER
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salom when he said, “Does not even nature itself
teach you that if a man has long hair, it is a dishonor to him.” A man should not have long hair,
and he should not place a covering over his head
when he prays or prophesies.
Similarly, since woman is the glory of man, it is
shameful for a woman to be uncovered while praying or prophesying. As she stands before God she
represents the glory of man, and the glory of man
should not be flaunted, but covered. If a woman
stands in the congregation with her head uncovered
she is exposing the glory of her husband and her
husband is brought to shame for failing to cover his
glory in the presence of God. What a shame it is for
a man to stand in God’s presence with his glory exposed. This is the meaning of these verses:
Every man who has something on
his head while praying or prophesying, dishonors his head. But every
woman who has her head uncovered
while praying or prophesying, dishonors her head... For a man ought
not to have his head covered, since
he is the image and glory of God; but
the woman is the glory of man.
Just as Paul gave more than one scriptural reason
supporting the ministers right to make a living from
the gospel, we can now see that he has given more
than one scriptural reason for women to have their
heads covered. The godly woman should cover her
head because of the angels, to demonstrate humble
acceptance of her role in creation. She should also
do so because of glory: God’s glory should be exposed, but man’s glory covered. This is the purpose
and understanding of headcovering.

Be diligent to present yourself approved to God, a
worker who does not need to be ashamed, rightly
dividing the word of truth.
II Timothy 2:15
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Neither Male Nor Female

Probably the most often heard argument that is
used to justify the overthrow of Yahweh’s governmental order among men and women today is that
which is based upon Paul’s words to the Galatian
believers. A fragment of one verse that is removed
from its context is repeated over and over, “in
Christ... there is neither male nor female.”

This one snippet of a verse is used to justify women
being independent of men and declaring that man
is not the head of woman. This verse is used to support the role of women as pastors of churches even
when Paul has declared elsewhere that he does not
allow a woman to teach or usurp authority over a
man. This verse is used to proclaim that a patriarchal family structure has no place in the church age.
This one phrase, taken out of its context, is used as
the “killer argument” to overturn the governmental
order of Yahweh that is found everywhere throughout the scriptures.

Indeed, when one takes this fragment of a sentence
by itself, as it is most often offered, it appears to
give great trouble to the teachings of governmental
order between men and women. However, we
should always examine the context of the scripture
quotations we use, to know whether we are properly
understanding the meaning of the writer. Paul admonished Timothy to “study to show yourself approved, rightly dividing the word of God”, addressing the problem of many who do not rightly divide
the word.

Many grievous errors have occurred as saints have
taken scriptures out of context and have used them
in an improper manner. This brings up a point that
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I would like to address before I venture further on
this topic. There is a danger of examining the scriptures to find something that we desire. We may
have a certain prejudice on a topic leading us to
seek to find scriptures that will support our prejudice.

In the book of Proverbs we are told that every man
is justified in his own eyes (Proverbs 21:2). It is
quite possible to find a scripture passage, a verse, or
a snippet of a verse that will support anything we
desire. I have even seen some use scriptures to support fornication, and even adultery. The child of
God should always have as his or her first goal to
know the mind of Yahweh on a matter, and with no
concern of personal consequence, to desire to conform oneself to that which the Spirit illumines to
us.

Much of the church lacks this integrity, however.
We live in the perilous last days that Paul spoke of
where men will not endure sound doctrine and
where the masses of Christendom are heaping to
themselves teachers to tickle their ears and to tell
them what they want to hear. We live in the day in
which Paul foretold to Timothy that men would
turn aside to myths and fables, and he further declared to the Thessalonian believers that Yahshua
would not return unless the apostasy occurred first,
the apostasy being a divorcement from truth.

In this same passage to the Thessalonian believers
we find some sobering words. “Because they did not
receive the love of the truth... for this reason God
will send upon them a deluding influence so that
they might believe what is false” (II Thessalonians
2:10-11 ). When people do not hold the truth as
their first objective in studying the scriptures, when
they approach the word of God with the intent of
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supporting some position that appeals to them,
then the Father has declared that He will send them
deception.

If we approach the scriptures with anything less
than a sincere desire to know truth, the Father will
allow us to find exactly what we want. If we desire
falsehood, He will give us over to delusion. Only
those who desire truth, despite all personal cost to
themselves, will find it. In the matter I will address
here, many have received delusion because they
really didn’t want truth. They wanted something
less than truth. They simply desired to find a doctrine that they felt would not lead them outside of
their comfort zone, or bring them to a place of personal crucifixion. Even in the Old Testament we
find that there were always many more false prophets than true. It is no different in Christendom today.

Satan’s chief weapon is deception and deception
always works best when it has an element of appeal
in it. By offering an enticing deception, Satan deceived the first woman in the Garden of Eden. The
fruit that Satan invited Adam’s wife to partake of
was physically appealing, and Satan’s lies made it
even more attractive to her soul.

Genesis 3:6
When the woman saw that the tree
was good for food, and that it was a
delight to the eyes, and that the tree
was desirable to make one wise, she
took from its fruit and ate...

In the same way, there is much in the doctrine that
says there is no governmental difference between
men and women in the kingdom, that makes it atPARABLES NEWSLETTER
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tractive both to the women and the men who would
eat of this fruit.

The teaching that much of the church has adopted
says that marriage should be a democracy, and the
man and woman should be co-leaders together in
all of life’s decisions. This certainly is in keeping
with the trend of Western society where patriarchal
order is seen as archaic and backward, where men
are condemned as chauvinists, and oppressive and
controlling figures if they insist on being the head
of their home. The weight of societal opinion is
against any man or woman who would proclaim
Yahweh’s governmental order.

There are tremendous obstacles to overcome
should any man desire to walk in the order established by Yahweh. A man may have to deal with the
unwillingness of his own wife to submit to his headship. This resistance can be quite extreme, even to
the point where a woman would rather leave her
husband and divide a family than to submit to her
husband’s headship. Then there is the opinion of
society to overcome. The man may be painted as an
overbearing brute who is insensitive to his wife’s
feelings. He may be labeled as a controller, as
bossy, or as being prideful.

The man will probably have to contend with the objections of others in the church whose households
are ordered democratically, where the husband
does nothing unless the wife agrees. Undoubtedly
there will be those who would see a man walking in
proper governmental order as being a threat to
their own arrangement in their household. The man
may also have to deal with church leadership that
has not dared to proclaim man as the head of
woman for fear of the firestorm that would result.
The pastor or elder may be fearful of the conflict
SERIES 1.10.4

that may result if the issue is brought up, so he may
try to dissuade any man from taking a stand on the
matter.

These are not hypothetical situations, I have personally viewed them all first hand. Yet I have concluded that it is impossible for a man to have Christ
as his head, and have his wife as an equal partner at
the same time. What happens when the man knows
that Christ is leading him to do a particular thing,
yet his wife is in adamant disagreement? The man
is then torn. Should he agree with Christ, or should
he agree with his wife? In such a situation a man
actually has two heads. Christ is one head and his
wife is the other, and he can only act if the two are
in agreement.

If agreement never comes then the man must
choose between which head he will follow. If he
chooses to appease his wife and to thereby preserve
marital peace, he will have to disobey Christ. If he
chooses to honor Christ as his head, then he will
have to disregard the demands of his wife. A man
who places himself in the precarious position of trying never to choose a course unless his wife is in full
agreement will be brought to a choice sooner or
later of deciding whom he will obey.

There are many pastors and teachers of the word
today who insist it is God’s will for all decisions in
marriage to be made by both husband and wife. I
have even had some to tell me that God would
never ask a man to do something without bringing
his wife into agreement first. This would certainly
be nice, but it has neither been my experience, nor
is this revealed to be the testimony of the scriptures.
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If David had consulted with his wife Michael first,
he would have never danced before the Lord as he
did when the Ark was brought into Jerusalem.
When Abraham listened to the voice of Sarah above
the witness of God to him, he ended up having Ishmael as a son. When Samson finally told his wife
Delilah what she badgered him to know, it ended up
costing him his sight, his strength, and eventually
his life. Solomon’s wives led him into idolatry.

Whether wives are godly or ungodly, there will
eventually come a time when they have not heard
the same thing Yahweh has revealed to the man. It
seems Yahweh is intent on causing this to happen
to test our obedience to His headship. When a man
seeks to never choose a course which will offend his
wife nor God, he will eventually be led to confusion.
No man can have two heads and remain without
conflict. The traditions of the church today have
brought many homes to this state of confusion.

Yahshua condemned the Pharisees for making the
commands of God of no effect through their traditions. Their traditions were interpretations of scripture that were of man, not of God. In the same way,
those who are teaching this doctrine of democratic
relationships between men and women are nullifying the commands of God and bringing confusion
into the body of Christ.

Interestingly enough, the scripture that states “for
God is not the author of confusion” is found in the
very passage that most pointedly looks at the issue
of male/female relationships.

I Corinthians 14:33-34
For God is not a God of confusion
but of peace, as in all the churches of
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the saints. Let the women keep silent
in the churches; for they are not permitted to speak, but let them subject
themselves, just as the Law also
says.

What a difficult scripture this is for those who do
not discern the government of God. Again, I am not
writing at length on government here, it is explained very thoroughly in the chapter “Head Covering and Government”. It is easy to understand
why many who do not discern government have
decried Paul as a chauvinist and one who was bigoted against women. Many have categorized his
teachings as an artifact of the patriarchal society he
found himself in.

I previously stated that when Satan brings deception he attempts to make it appear attractive. What
is the attraction in the negating of God’s order that
Christ is the head of man, and man is the head of
woman? For one, it frees the woman from her place
of submission to man. This is an awesome attraction.

It is evident in our western culture that the natural
order of men and women as established by God is
viewed with contempt. For generations now women
have been fighting to attain an equal footing with
men, choosing not to remain in submission to
them. The concept of a wife honoring and submitting to her husband is viewed as archaic and unsophisticated.

There is tremendous fear that must be overcome for
a woman to subject herself to her husband, father,
or other male authority figure in her life. This is
why Peter said,
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I Peter 3:6

II Chronicles 16:9

Thus Sarah obeyed Abraham, calling
him lord, and you have become her
children if you do what is right without being frightened by any fear.

"For the eyes of Yahweh move to and
fro throughout the earth that He
may strongly support those whose
heart is completely His.”

A woman fears that her husband may not consider
her needs. She fears that her husband might make a
foolish mistake that will have negative repercussions in her life. She fears that her husband might
choose to walk down a path that will bring hardship
to herself or her children. She fears that her husband might through disobedience bring judgment
and calamity upon herself and the rest of his household.

One can see what the attraction is to the woman to
embrace the error that is being espoused today, but
what is the attraction for the male? One of the chief
motivations is a desire to appease his wife and
other women in the body of Christ. I can attest that
any man that desires to walk in the calling in his life
as the head of his wife will encounter the most extreme opposition. To touch this issue is to touch the
very heart of Satan. One of the greatest strongholds
of Satan in families and in the church is centered
around the issue of maintaining God’s government.

By negating God’s order and changing the obvious
and natural interpretations of scriptures, a woman
is offered a way out; she is given an alternate path
which she can walk that gives her much more control over her destiny. She no longer has to walk in
submission to man, exercising faith, trusting God to
protect her from the failures of her husband who
has feet of clay. As Satan offered the fruit to Adam’s
wife, and it had a pleasing appearance to her, so
does this forbidden fruit have allure to women in
the Church.

It is only through faith and obedience that the godly
woman refuses to take the bait that Satan dangles
before her. Her soul life must be crushed and her
fears must be faced and overcome. By entrusting
herself to Yahweh, and looking to Him rather than
to her circumstances, the holy woman overcomes
the fears in her life. Yahweh is pleased to respond
by strongly supporting such a woman.

SERIES 1.10.4

Women have a tremendous position of influence in
a man’s life. They can either affect a man for great
good as Timothy’s mother and grandmother did, or
they can affect a man for great evil as Jezebel did
with her husband Ahab. A man greatly feels the influence of the women in his life, particularly that of
his wife. The two are one flesh. This is why Yahweh
forbid the Israelites to marry foreign wives. He
knew the influence of a wife, and he foresaw that
the Israelite men would be influenced to follow after foreign gods.

Solomon was a man who loved God (I Kings 3:3).
Unfortunately, we have the parallel statement that
Solomon also loved many foreign women (I Kings
11:1). In the end, his wives led him into idolatry and
he built shrines and temples to their gods. Solomon
spoke much about the effect that a nagging or contentious wife can have on her husband. She can
make his life a misery. She can also turn his heart
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away from a pure devotion to Yahweh.

When a woman continually urges a man to perform
some deed that is contrary to the will of Yahweh,
many men will capitulate. For some, they may
quickly stray from obedience. For others, they may
be worn down over time as was the case with Samson.

Judges 16:16
And it came about when she pressed
him daily with her words and urged
him, that his soul was annoyed to
death.

There are so many arguments that make it seem
reasonable that we should no longer make a distinction between men and women in the church. Perhaps the most common is based on these few words
of Paul that “there is neither male nor female”
(Galatians 3:28). As much as preachers talk against
the error of taking a scripture out of context, it is
amazing how many do so with this verse.

To see the error, one must look at the whole context
of the verse. As this is such an important issue, and
we wish to address the problem of taking a scripture out of its proper context, I will include the
whole passage here.

Galatians 3:1-29
Many men know that to stand on the truth of scriptures and to acknowledge Christ alone as their head
would be the cause of tremendous strife in their
marriages. Most women in Western culture are so
indoctrinated in the rebellion and independence of
the nations they live in that they perceive God’s design of headship to be ludicrous, unreasonable and
simply intolerable. They would no more willingly
submit to it than cut off their own head (which, by
the way, is what they are being asked to do).

Many men, being more desirous to keep peace in
the home, avoid the issue altogether. They go along
with the ways of the world and establish a very
modern, democratic home. It is very modern, but
wholly unbiblical. We can see that there is an attraction for both the man and the woman to deny
the teaching of scriptures regarding Yahweh’s established order. Yet, some believers are simply ignorant of the truth, never having had it taught correctly to them.
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You foolish Galatians, who has bewitched you, before whose eyes
Yahshua the Messiah was publicly
portrayed as crucified? This is the
only thing I want to find out from
you: did you receive the Spirit by the
works of the Law, or by hearing with
faith? Are you so foolish? Having
begun by the Spirit, are you now being perfected by the flesh? Did you
suffer so many things in vain-- if indeed it was in vain? Does He then,
who provides you with the Spirit and
works miracles among you, do it by
the works of the Law, or by hearing
with faith? Even so Abraham believed God, and it was reckoned to
him as righteousness. Therefore, be
sure that it is those who are of faith
who are sons of Abraham. And the
Scripture, foreseeing that God would
justify the Gentiles by faith,
preached the gospel beforehand to
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Abraham, saying "All the nations
shall be blessed in you." So then
those who are of faith are blessed
with Abraham, the believer. For as
many as are of the works of the Law
are under a curse; for it is written,
"Cursed is everyone who does not
abide by all things written in the
book of the law, to perform them."
Now that no one is justified by the
Law before God is evident; for, "The
righteous man shall live by faith."
However, the Law is not of faith; on
the contrary, "He who practices
them shall live by them." Christ redeemed us from the curse of the
Law, having become a curse for us-for it is written, "Cursed is everyone
who hangs on a tree"-- in order that
in Christ [Yahshua] the blessing of
Abraham might come to the Gentiles, so that we might receive the
promise of the Spirit through faith.
Brethren, I speak in terms of human
relations: even though it is only a
man's covenant, yet when it has
been ratified, no one sets it aside or
adds conditions to it. Now the promises were spoken to Abraham and to
his seed. He does not say, "And to
seeds," as referring to many, but
rather to one, "And to your seed,"
that is, Christ. What I am saying is
this: the Law, which came four hundred and thirty years later, does not
invalidate a covenant previously
ratified by God, so as to nullify the
promise. For if the inheritance is
based on law, it is no longer based
on a promise; but God has granted it
to Abraham by means of a promise.
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Why the Law then? It was added because of transgressions, having been
ordained through angels by the
agency of a mediator, until the seed
should come to whom the promise
had been made. Now a mediator is
not for one party only whereas God
is only one. Is the Law then contrary
to the promises of God? May it never
be! For if a law had been given which
was able to impart life, then righteousness would indeed have been
based on law. But the Scripture has
shut up all men under sin, that the
promise by faith in Yahshua the
Messiah might be given to those who
believe. But before faith came, we
were kept in custody under the law,
being shut up to the faith which was
later to be revealed. Therefore the
Law has become our tutor to lead us
to Christ, that we may be justified by
faith. But now that faith has come,
we are no longer under a tutor. For
you are all sons of God through faith
in Christ [Yahshua]. For all of you
who were baptized into Christ have
clothed yourselves with Christ.
There is neither Jew nor Greek,
there is neither slave nor free man,
there is neither male nor female; for
you are all one in Christ Yahshua.
And if you belong to Christ, then you
are Abraham's offspring, heirs according to promise.

This passage, indeed virtually the whole book of
Galatians, is dealing with the issue of Judaizers
coming into the body and teaching people that they
must, in addition to having faith in Christ, keep the
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Law, as delivered by the Patriarchs and prophets, in
order to be saved. The book of Galatians shows very
little concern for issues of church order, or personal
relationships in the body. Galatians is not a governmental book. To find instructions on government
and order, a much better source is Paul’s letters to
the Corinthian believers because these issues were
some of the main subjects he addressed among
them. The Corinthian epistles would be a much better source to discern doctrine about male/female
relations among the body than Galatians, because
such relationships are not the focus of Galatians.

Looking at this passage from Galatians we see that
Paul has decided to approach the Galatians’ error
by revealing what the source of the promise given to
Abraham was. Was it through the Law, or through
faith? This is important because the Judaizers were
saying that in order to be true Jews, (sons of Abraham), one had to keep the Law. Paul shows that this
is erroneous. The true children, seed, and offspring
of Abraham are those who walk in the faith of Abraham.

Now the promises were spoken to
Abraham and to his seed. He does
not say, "And to seeds," as referring
to many, but rather to one, "And to
your seed," that is, Christ. For if the
inheritance is based on law, it is no
longer based on a promise; but God
has granted it to Abraham by means
of a promise.

Paul is establishing who the true seed is, and who
will inherit the promised inheritance that was given
to Abraham and his seed. By identifying who the
true seed is (Christ), Paul is able to show how foolish those are who assert that believers must come
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under the Law, because the promise given to Abraham was not based upon keeping the Law. Indeed,
the law was given 430 years after Abraham.

This is essential to understanding this passage and
interpreting the scripture that many are quoting.
Who are the inheritors of the promise? Under normal Jewish law daughters did not inherit, only sons
did, the exception being families that had no sons.
Neither did slaves within the household inherit, nor
foreigners. The inheritance was given to the male
seed of the father.

For you are all sons of God through
faith in Christ Yahshua.For all of you
who were baptized into Christ have
clothed yourselves with Christ.
There is neither Jew nor Greek,
there is neither slave nor free man,
there is neither male nor female; for
you are all one in Christ [Yahshua].
And if you belong to Christ, then you
are Abraham's offspring, heirs according to promise.

Paul is speaking of the rights of inheritance here.
The very next verse after the one that says there is
neither male nor female states “And if you belong to
Christ, then you are... heirs according to promise.”
This whole passage is establishing who will inherit
the promises given to Abraham. This is no teaching
on governmental order. Paul is not overthrowing
the teaching that “Christ is the head of man, and
man is the head of woman.”

Paul is joyfully asserting that all those who come to
God on the basis of faith are the true children of
Abraham. They are sons because they are in the
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Son. They share in the inheritance. Observance of
the Law does not determine who inherits the promises of God and who do not. Indeed, the law never
determined who was a true son of Abraham.

Paul is saying that among the body of Christ, all
share in the inheritance and all are considered sons
in relationship to the promise given. Some are not
Jews who inherit the promise, and some Greeks
who are excluded from the promise. Some are not
slaves who are excluded, while others are free and
are included. Some are not male who receive the
promise, while others are female and are excluded
from the promise. All are in Christ. All receive the
promise. All are inheritors.

Paul is NOT teaching here on male/female relationships. He is teaching on inheritance. He is not talking of government, nor the exercise of gifts. He is in
no way advocating the abolition of gender roles as
established by God. This is not the context of his
teaching. Paul did teach on these subjects, but not
in this passage of scripture.

Over and over in this day people are pointing to this
scripture and saying, “see, it says right here that in
Christ there is neither male nor female.” They declare, “ We can cast off all this talk about man being
the head of woman. Since there is neither male nor
female we are all free to hear from God and have
Him alone as our head.”

How very appealing this is to those who loathe submission. How very appealing it is to those who want
to determine their own way. Yet these people do
violence to the scriptures by taking these words out
of context. They violate what is stated in other passages that are clearly speaking about governmental
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order.

One of the scriptures that is overthrown by taking
this scripture out of context is, “But I want you to
understand that Christ is the head of every man,
and the man is the head of a woman, and God is the
head of Christ” (I Corinthians 11:3). If we were to
interpret the meaning of this snippet of a verse
from Galatians as people insist, then we would have
to rewrite I Corinthians. It might be better rendered
in this manner, “But I want you to know that Christ
is the head of every man, and Christ is the head of
every woman, and God is the head of Christ.” But
this is not what it says, is it?

Again, I will reiterate, if we come looking for something in scriptures to support a certain prejudice
that we have, we will find it. However, if we look
only for truth without regard to how it personally
affects us, we will indeed find truth, and Yahweh
will give us the grace to walk in it. If we look simply
for the truth of God’s governmental order, we will
find it everywhere.

Most of the arguments against maintaining the gender roles established by God and spoken through
the mouth of His prophets, are based upon fairness,
or rather, the apparent lack of it. It seems unfair for
a woman, who undeniably has the ability to hear
the voice of God, to submit herself to man. Often
these men are less sensitive spiritually than their
wives or daughters. However, even in this case the
scripture is clear, the government of God still
stands.

If a woman who is resistant to these matters will be
honest in examining this issue, she will recognize
that her reluctance to agree with the testimony of
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scripture has more to do with fear than any other
reason. Fear causes women to reject the authority
of their husbands. Fear also causes men to reject
the authority of Christ. Questions that arise out of
fear are asked, such as: “What if he doesn’t consider
my interests in his actions and decisions?” “What if
he makes a decision that is costly to myself and the
rest of the family?” “What if his guidance leads to
hardship and anguish and I have to suffer due to
this?” “What if I am not given any forum to exercise
the gifts and talents God has placed in my life?”
“What if my happiness is threatened in submitting
to his headship?” And even, “What will others think
of me for choosing to submit to authority when it is
so out of vogue, and women who submit to their
husbands are looked at as weak and spineless?”

The Father knows our frames, that we are but dust.
He knows we have tremendous fears that come
against us. He realizes the peril that many women
feel in submitting themselves to their husbands. He
is gracious to those who choose to do so despite the
fears that arise within them. This truly finds great
favor with Yahweh. Oh how He will minister grace
and mercy to those who choose to entrust themselves to Him and to abide by His governmental
order, overcoming every objection that arises
within themselves.

I have great compassion for the fears of women. I
know how difficult it is to submit to someone who
very well may make decisions that will bring negative consequences. As I struggled with this issue at
one time, I asked God what it would hurt for a man
to just capitulate and to tell his wife that they would
run their marriage like a democracy and all decisions would be made with the equal voice of both
partners. I was asking God, “If a man chooses to lay
aside the authority delegated to him, and out of
compassion for his wife to never ask her to do anyPage 16

thing that caused her distress or discomfort, what
would be wrong with this?” God spoke back to me
so quickly that I was startled. He said, “Honor
would be missing.”

A wife is told to honor her husband as man is to
honor his head, Yahshua the Messiah. God has created a divine mystery where the marriage relationship mirrors the relationship of Christ with His
Bride. The King James Version of the Bible renders
the word honor as ‘reverence’.

Ephesians 5:32-33
This is a great mystery: but I speak
concerning Christ and the church.
Nevertheless let every one of you in
particular so love his wife even as
himself; and the wife see that she
reverence her husband.
(KJV)

The word reverence in this verse is a very intense
word. Strongs’ Hebrew and Greek Dictionary renders it this way. 5399 phobeo (fob-eh'-o);

from 5401; to frighten, i.e. to be
alarmed; by analogy, to be in awe of,
i.e. revere:

You may recognize the similarity of the Greek word
‘phobeo’ to our English word phobia. Both come
from the same root which means “to fear.” You may
ask, “Why would a woman fear her husband?” The
type of fear here is a reverential fear and it is similar to the admonition that saints are given to fear
God. The husband actually stands in the place of
God to his wife. Man is the head of woman as Christ
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is the head of man. Man has been delegated authority by God. He stands in God’s authority.

Yahweh revealed to me that the lack of submission
in Christian marriages today is a mirror of the lack
of submission found in the church toward Christ.
We will not resolve the issues discussed here by
adopting democratic forms. It will not satisfy God
for men to say, “I will always follow Christ when I
agree with Him. If Christ will never ask me to do
something I am unwilling to do, then we will have
peace. Let Christ and man perform their relationship in a democratic way. Let Christ always consult
with man before He makes a decision.”

No, this would be unacceptable to the Father. Christ
is our example. Even as we are told in the Gospel of
John that Yahshua NEVER did anything of His own
initiative, but He always did the will of the Father,
even so should man have his head covered before
Christ and he should always strive to never do anything of his own initiative, but to always do the will
of Christ. And so should woman do with man.
This requires humility and submission. It requires
putting the flesh to death, and for the lack of these
things we sadly find these things rarely practiced.
May Yahweh grant us His grace to walk in His divine governmental order.
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PARABLES PRECEPT— What’s In A Word?

Propitiation
If you can define this word, you
are able to do something most
Christians would struggle to do.
Yet this word occurs in some key
Scriptures and is often quoted.

I John 4:10

own blood.

In this is love, not that we loved
God, but that He loved us and
sent His Son to be the propitiation for our sins.

The Mercy Seat was not actually
a seat. It was a lid that covered
the Ark of the Covenant. The
term Mercy Seat is more literally
translated as Merciful Covering.
The Ark was a picture of man,
and blood was sprinkled on the
Merciful Covering as a parable
of God acting mercifully to take
away the sin of man.

To know what a word means in
the context of the Bible, we
should look for the origin of the
word in the Bible. This word is
related to the practice of sprinkling the blood of a sacrificial
animal on the Mercy Seat in the
Tabernacle of Moses. When the
blood of an animal was sprinkled on the Mercy Seat, God accepted the animal’s blood on behalf of the people it was offered
for. The animal in effect died,
that man could live. The sprinkled blood of the animal was accepted by God in place of their

When Christ shed His blood we
are told that He applied His own
blood to the Mercy Seat in the
Temple in heaven. In this way
He was made a propitiation for
mankind. To state it simply,
Christ became our Merciful Covering.
This is what a propitiation is, it
is a merciful covering.

